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1706 Thomas Holt and Francis Holt were administrators on the 
estate of Thomas Binns, deceased, who is mentioned as deceased 
in James Mason's will made in 1701. Thomas 2 Binns had at least 
two sons, Charles 3 and Thomas. 3 Thomas made his will in 1722, 
and in it he mentions wife and children, names sons Thomas and 
Charles, brother Charles Binns and goddaughter, Mary Price. 
He makes his wife and son Charles executors. It was proved 
by Jane Binns and Charles Binns. About 1748 Charles Binns 
(probably the brother) made his will in Surry county, and names 
daughters Elizabeth, Martha and Lucy, mentions wife with child, 
nephew Thomas Binns, legacies to Sally Binns, Sarah Saunders, 
Jean Gwathmey, John Champion ; nephew Thomas to be guard- 
ian to son Charles, and, if he should die, then to "Brother Thomas 
Eldridge." Of these children Martha married Timothy Rives in 
'773. an d Lucy married Capt. Richard Avery, of Sussex. Their 
daughter Sarah Avery married John Cargill, son of Rev. John 
Cargill, of Surry. Elizabeth Binns, third daughter of Charles 
Binns, married, in 1758, John Jones, who was a member of the 
House of Burgesses in 1772, member of the convention from 
Brunswick in 1788, and late President of the Senate. Probably 
it was his son, Binns Jones, who was his colleague in the con- 
vention in 1788. (Surry County Records.) There appear to 
have been three distinct Binns families— the family of which 
we have been writing, the Binns family of New Kent and Charles 
City counties, and the Binns family of Loudon.) 



FLOYD'S LETTER TO GILMER. 

John Floyd, the writer of the above letter, was the son of Col. John 
Floyd and Margaret Buchanan, his wife. He served in Congress, where 
he attracted much notice as one of the leading members. In 1830 he was 
elected Governor of Virginia, and served three years. During his admin- 
istration occurred Nat Turner's Insurrection and the trouble of the Fed- 
eral Government with South Carolina brought on by the unconstitutional 
and oppressive protective tariffs of 1828 and 1832. Floyd behaved with 
energy and decision in both cases. Though not a nullifier, he was an 
ardent States Rights man. and in hi* message to the Legislature gave 
notice that he would not permit the Federal Government to make use of 
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Virginias soil for the purpose of coercion. He died in 1837, and was 
characterized by John Hampden Pleasants in an obituary as "scrupulously 
just and even obstinately honest." His son, John B. Floyd, was Governor 
of Virginia in 1849-1853, Secretary of War under James Buchanan, and a 
distinguished general of the Confederate States. 

Richmond, April 26, 1832. 
My dear Sir : 

I have this moment received your letter of the 23rd instant 
hasten to answer it ; am willing, and will contend to the last 
movement for State Rights, the principles of Virginia & the in- 
terests of our State — But I confess to you, mine is the duty of 
an honest man, who has courage to fight his death, when he 
knows death must be the issue of battle, to preserve his honor 
and defend his rights. 

Of the political aspect of the Union, I think we do not differ, 
nor are our impressions of the condition of things in Virginia 
dissimilar ; yet, the remedy — . 

I cannot perceive, turn which way we list, anything but doubt 
as to purity or principle — All that we now see in the country, is 
but the State of thing known to me as early as the August after 
Genl Jackson's election — to combat which I was desirous of ob- 
taining the office I now hold — I have been able to do little, be- 
cause, I really think I now perceive a willingness in Virginia to 
change her principles, to which every man, except a few of the 
friends of Calhoun, are now impelling her. 

Ritchie I hold as having changed his opinions upon the tariff 
and Internal Import & is now, clamoring for State Rights, in 
order to carry Van Buren the more easily, because yet the peo- 
ple do not perceive the scheme of ruining the cause they defend 
by putting that cause in the keeping of its enemies, men who 
have violated every principle of the constitution heretofore held 
dear or considered sacred by Virginia. 

As to the policy of having any thing to do with the Baltimore 
convention, I have no doubt, it is a thing which every sensible 
man must see, has been gotten up exclusively and especially for 
the purpose of nominating Van Buren, which will be done. That 
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being the case, will not the 99 who object to his nomination be 
ruled by the 100 who will carry Van Buren — then the reading 
will be, that 200 delegates at Baltimore nominated Van Buren — 
therefore, he is the candidate of the party. I now have very 
strong doubts, whether any thing can be done for Barbour in 
Virginia or else where, his own letter last winter did the business. 
In the fall before I talked with him much and earnestly, and 
thought it would do to take him up — in the winter, he was writ- 
ten to by some of the Van B. party, to induce him to withdraw, 
or not suffer his name to be used, to break the party. When this 
came to my ear I wrote to him — he answered my letter by telling 
me, that thus, and thus, he had said to the opposite party — that 
he would agree to be run if he could be elected without carrying 
the election to the Senate, that he did not wish to divide the 
Jackson party. Upon the receipt of that letter by the Van Buren 
party, for it was addressed to them, they forthwith decided that 
the nomination of Barbour would divide the party, and there- 
fore put him out of the way at once — what then were we to do ? 
had he not answered that party in a way to put himself in their 
power but had he not so answered me, that he would not be the 
means of dividing "the Jackson party?" The judgment and de- 
cision, in this case he himself had given into the hands of the 
Van Buren party, instead of our hands. What could we do — 
why submit to the fate which that decision had brought upon 
[us?] — It is this which has produced the alarm of the State, and 
so help me Heaven I think will [lead?] first to an utter change 
of the principles of the State all notion of State Rights will be 
abandoned and other Principles introduced and sustained, which 
will lead with a rapidity of lightning to the sudden and imme- 
diate abolition of slavery, because that step will have separated 
the West so far in feeling, that they will strike off that property 
as with a butcher cleaver; the east having by this manifestation 
of the abandonment of their principles cannot refuse to take with 
it the Northern construction of the constitution which is, that 
"the constitution of the U. S. does not tolerate or sanction 
slavery, but has only forborne to meddle with it" — Rufus King 
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on the Missouri question. From this exposition, you will read- 
ily perceive the cause of the apparent alarm in the country. 
Our friends went home, with a knowledge of the fact that, the 
Richmond party and their friends, or rather the Van Buren 
party, had put Barbour out of the question — and that Barbour's 
course had created so much doubt, and so many real difficulties, 
that they were obliged, to return home in sorrow and wait in 
order to see whether time would not bring forth something. For 
upon Mr. Barbour's plan, the Electors were elected, or rather to 
be elected, pledged to vote for Jackson & himself, but if he could 
not be elected without going to the Senate, why then, he was, 
not to receive the vote but give it to somebody who would keep 
the party together; and who was to be the judge of these pro- 
babilities? And what the effect of his sudden withdrawal at 
this point of the election? If he would not permit his real State 
Rights friends to support him for fear of dividing "the party," 
might not he decide in a way to leave us no cause to rejoice? 
This I tell you with every degree of candor is the real cause of 
the listlessness and agitation of the State so far as I have heard 
members express their opinions, and has I fear, produced in- 
superable difficulties, for that decision of his, in his letter to his 
political enemies, I mean the Van Buren men — rolled over his 
teal friends like a cloud of carbonic vapor. 

If we are now to be benefited at all I should rather encline to 
the opinion, that the people ought to take up this matter at once 
in county meetings, and say boldly what their ticket should be. 
Let Albemarle if they chose, say, Jackson & Barbour. When 
counties enough have spoken out, then meet and form a ticket, 
pledged to that vote, and then let us try the affair before the 
people — or take any other course as to men — say Tazewell, Bibb 
of Ky. &c. &c. If a contest is not had, or should fail if had — 
why then The State Rights party fails, and with it, all that is 
worth preserving to Virginia. She will then become the scoff 
and scorn of the Confederacy, and soon thereafter become the 
theatre of all the bloody and devastating wars which must soon 
follow the dissolution of the Union which will then take place 
without delav. 
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Mr. Cralle is at his post, laboring with zeal, and in better 
spirits than I am, upon these subjects, however, there is no de- 
spondence which can or will prevent every exertion being made, 
which honor demands or patriotism requires. 

With me no feeling exists, but to preserve the State in its 
present attitude as arrayed upon the Resolutions of 1798; they 
may, literally, be termed the palladium of the Confederacy, when 
they are surrendered, Union cannot long last. 
I am Sir, with friendly regards 

your obt. Servt. 

John Floyd. 
Th. W. Gilmer Esq 

Charlottesville, Va. 



BRUNSWICK COUNTY MARRIAGE BONDS. 

1769, November 26, Myhill Collier and Tabitha Harrison. 
Letter of consent from Benjamin Harrison, father of Tabitha. 
Witnessed by M r Fisher, Reuben Booth, Cha s Collier. 

1756, Oct. 14, Courtney Clack and Prudence Clark, dan. of 
George Clarke. 

x 753, July 4. Claiborn Anderson and iBatty Clack. Sec. 
James Clack. Letter from Rich d Eppes, guardian of Claiborn 
Anderson. Witnesses: B. Matthews, W. Battersby. 

1756, Sept. 4, W m Stith and Katherine Stith, spinster. Sec. 
Drury Stith. Witnesses: Litt. Tazewell, N. Edwards, Jun r . 

!754, January 23, John Carter and Rebecca Stuart. Sec. 
James Jones. 

1761, Feb. 27, James Robinson to Winifred Fox. Sec. Wil- 
liam Fox. Witn. Peter Pelham, Jr. 

1756, Aug. 25, Edward Robertson x (his mark) and Anne 
Cauze, widvv. Sec. James Parham. 

1769, Oct. 23, Nath. Robinson and Eliza Merritt. Sec. Thos. 
Mason. 

11791, May, Benjamin Rives and Bathin Rosser. Sec. John 
Rosser x (his mark). 



